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RESEARCH  ON  ECONOMIC  STABILITY 

by  R.  A.  Gordon  * 


From  the  point  of  view  of  economic  stability,  three 
features  of  the  postwar  behavior  of  the  American 
economy  have  attracted  wide  comment:  (1)  the  passage 
of  nearly  15  years  without  a  serious  depression — ^an  un¬ 
precedentedly  long  period  following  a  major  war,  (2) 
the  continuation  of  “minor”  business  cycles  with  about 
the  same  degree  of  regularity  as  before  World  War  II, 
and  (3)  the  persistent  inflationary  tendencies  evident  in 
the  steady  climb  of  prices  and  wages. 

The  volume  of  writings  on  the  related  problems  of 
economic  fluctuations,  growth,  and  inflation  has  ex¬ 
panded  even  more  rapidly  than  national  output;  and 
economists  have  been  joined  by  government  officials, 
legislators,  businessmen,  and  labor  leaders  in  trying  to 
understand  the  forces  making  for  stability  and  in¬ 
stability  in  the  economy.  The  recent  extensive  hearings 
before  the  Joint  Economic  Committee  of  Congress  are 
merely  one  manifestation  of  this  concern.  Of  theories  of 
economic  fluctuations  and  growth  there  has  been  no  lack. 
At  the  same  time,  there  has  been  an  enormous  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  factual  information  available  for  analysis  by 
research  workers  and  for  the  guidance  of  policy  makers. 

A  paradox  stands  out  in  the  midst  of  this  wealth  of 
information,  analysis,  and  public  concern.  Unquestiona¬ 
bly,  we  do  know  much  more  about  how  to  cope  with 
instability  than  we  did  a  generation  ago;  but  our  igno¬ 
rance  as  to  the  causes  of  economic  instability  is  still  very 
great,  and  with  respect  to  some  crucial  issues  we  do  not 
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know  a  great  deal  more  than  we  did  on  the  eve  of  World 
War  II. 

This  paradox  arises  in  the  following  way.  Our  greater 
ability  to  cope  with  economic  instability  stems  largely 
from  (1)  the  insights  provided  by  Keynes  and  by  his 
predecessors  and  followers,  and  (2)  the  tremendous 
improvement  in  the  factual  information  available,  es¬ 
pecially  that  provided  by  the  national  income  accounts. 
But  as  Hicks  has  put  it,  “Keynesian  economics,  in  spite 
of  all  that  it  has  done  for  our  understanding  of  business 
fluctuations,  has  beyond  all  doubt  left  at  least  one  major 
thing  quite  unexplained;  and  that  thing  is  nothing  less 
than  the  business  cycle  itself.”  ^  This  is  because  the 
Keynesian  system  is  essentially  static.  It  has  given  us  a 
set  of  tools  and  has  led  to  the  delineation  of  a  branch  of 
economics  called  “macro-”  or  “aggregative”  economics. 
From  this  analysis  have  emerged  some  widely  accepted 
conclusions  as  to  the  policy  measures  needed  to  increase 
employment  or  to  maintain  full  employment,  but  we 
still  do  not  have  a  generally  accepted  body  of  dynamic 
analysis  which  satisfactorily  explains  why  the  economy 
experiences  the  kinds  of  fluctuations  that  have  in  fact 
occurred.  There  is  still  no  general  agreement,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  as  to  why  the  Great  Depression  occurred,  why  we 
have  avoided  a  serious  depression  since  World  War  II, 
why  minor  cycles  continue  to  occur,  whether  there  will 
be  another  recession  next  year  or  the  year  after,  and,  if 
so,  how  deep  and  long  it  might  be.  The  proliferation  of 

ij.  R.  Hicks,  A  Contribution  to  the  Theory  of  the  Trade  Cycle 
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business  cycle  theories,  often  in  elegant  mathematical 
form,  has  not  lessened  this  ignorance.  Most  builders  of 
dynamic  economic  models  disavow  any  attempt  to 
explain  either  the  kinds  of  minor  cycles  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  economy  has  regularly  experienced  or  catastrophic 
declines  of  the  sort  that  occurred  after  1929.  If  we  ex¬ 
clude  these  and  the  war  periods,  we  are  forced  to  con¬ 
clude  that  much  of  formal  business-cycle  theory  does  not 
help  us  very  much  in  explaining  most  of  the  economic 
fluctuations  that  have  occurred  in  the  last  few  decades. 

The  tools  of  aggregative  economics  have  helped 
economists  to  identify  some  of  the  more  crucial  variables 
requiring  study,  have  suggested  types  of  relationships 
the  investigation  of  which  may  help  our  understanding 
of  economic  behavior,  and  have  provided  the  policy 
maker  with  some  measures  of  control  that  are  clearly 
helpful.  But  the  area  of  ignorance  as  to  the  causes  of 
instability  is  still  distressingly  large. 

CONFERENCE  HEID  IN  JUNE  1959 

This  helps  to  explain  why,  in  accordance  with  a 
suggestion  made  by  the  economists  who  were  directors 
of  the  Council  in  1957,  a  conference  on  research  on 
economic  instability  was  held  under  the  Council’s 
auspices  at  the  University  of  Michigan  on  June 
17-19, 1959.  About  20  economists,  all  of  whom  have  been 
concerned  with  some  aspect  of  the  related  problems  of 
economic  instability  and  growth,  attended.^  Participants 
included  not  only  university  research  workers  but  also 
representatives  of  private  research  organizations  and  of 
various  branches  of  the  federal  government. 

The  purpose  of  the  conference  was  threefold:  (1)  to 
take  stock  of  what  economists  think  they  now  know  about 
the  inherent  instability  of  the  American  economy,  with 
particular  reference  to  the  economy’s  assumed  greater 
stability  since  World  War  II,  (2)  to  suggest  lines  along 
which  further  research  is  needed,  and  (3)  if  thought 
desirable,  to  suggest  ways  in  which  the  Council  might 
help  to  stimulate  research  in  this  field. 

James  S.  Duesenberry  had  been  requested  to  prepare 
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Research  Council;  Louis  Weiner,  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
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a  working  paper  which  might  provide  the  starting  point 
for  the  conference  discussion.  This  request  led  to  a 
monographic  study  by  Duesenberry,  Otto  Eckstein,  and 
Gary  Fromm,  which  was,  for  the  most  part,  an  econo¬ 
metric  analysis  of  the  way  in  which  the  American 
economy  behaves  in  recessions.  It  will  be  published  in 
Econometrica.  In  addition,  discussion  papers  were  pre¬ 
sented  by  Bert  G.  Hickman,  Geoffrey  H.  Moore,  and 
R.  A.  Gordon  on  phases  of  the  over  all  problem  not  dealt 
with  at  length  in  the  study  by  Duesenberry,  Eckstein, 
and  Fromm. 

While  the  discussion  at  the  conference  (as  at  most 
conferences)  was  fairly  discursive,  it  did  concentrate 
on  a  number  of  substantive  issues  which  had  been  set 
out  in  an  initial  agenda.  These  were:  ways  in  which  the 
cyclical  response  mechanism  is  different  than  it  was  be¬ 
fore  the  war  (including  assumed  “structural  changes,” 
the  effect  of  the  “automatic  stabilizers,”  the  behavior  of 
consumers’  expenditures,  etc.);  the  recurrence  of  “minor 
cycles”  about  as  frequently  as  before  the  war;  how  to 
secure  a  better  understanding  of  inventory  behavior 
(which  seems  to  be  fully  as  unstable  as  it  was  before  the 
war);  the  determinants  of  noninventory  investment 
(about  which  our  ignorance  is  greatest,  and  which  are 
critical  to  the  question  whether  we  shall  always  be  able 
to  avoid  another  major  depression);  other  problems 
particularly  calling  for  further  research;  and  questions 
of  research  methodology. 

The  conference  sensitively  reflected  our  present  state 
of  knowledge  regarding  the  causes  of  economic  fluctua¬ 
tions  and  growth  and  regarding  our  ability  to  keep  the 
economy  reasonably  stable  at  a  high  level  of  employ¬ 
ment.  The  conference,  as  well  as  the  substantial  litera¬ 
ture  since  the  Great  Depression,  suggests  that:  (1)  we 
know  more  than  we  did  25  years  ago  about  the  causes 
of  economic  instability  and  particularly  about  what 
needs  to  be  done  to  prevent  serious  depressions,  but 
(2)  there  is  almost  no  important  topic  concerning  which 
our  knowledge  is  yet  firmly  enough  grounded  to  generate 
something  close  to  universal  agreement.  Our  ignorance 
is  especially  acute  in  some  areas,  particularly  that  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  behavior  of  private  investment.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  as  the  conference  brought  out,  there  are  a  number 
of  research  methodologies  available  to  students  in  this 
field;  there  is  some  disagreement  as  to  the  relative  useful¬ 
ness  of  each;  and  not  enough  has  yet  been  done  to  com¬ 
bine  these  methodologies  so  that  they  most  profitably 
supplement  each  other. 

The  conference  indicated  a  large  number  of  topics  for 
future  research.  It  also  led  to  some  helpful  suggestions 
for  coordinating  some  of  the  lines  of  research  now  being 
carried  on  and  for  improving  the  flow  of  data,  chiefly 
from  the  federal  government,  essential  for  empirical 
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work  in  this  field.  In  all  these  respects,  the  conference 
participants  believed  that  a  Council  committee  could 
make  useful  contributions. 

PROPOSAL  FOR  A  NEW 

COUNCIL  COMMITTEE 

At  its  last  session,  therefore,  the  conference  unani¬ 
mously  recommended  that  the  Council  be  requested  to 
establish  and  support  a  committee  on  economic  stability, 
the  functions  of  wi  ich  would  be  more  or  less  as  follows: 

1.  To  facilitate  coordination  of  research  activity  now 
going  on,  where  such  coordination  can  play  a  helpful 
role.  As  a  first  step,  it  was  suggested,  leading  scholars 
concerned  with  econometric  models  should  be  assisted 
to  compile  an  inventory  of  work  already  done  and 
particularly  of  studies  already  made  of  particular  sectors 
of  the  economy.  It  is  generally  agreed  that  econometric 
models  require  further  disaggregation.  Progress  toward 
such  disaggregation  would  be  greatly  facilitated  if  the 
results  of  available  partial  studies  could  be  brought 
together,  evaluated,  and  where  appropriate  fitted  into 
models  of  the  whole  economy  now  being  developed.  In 
this  way  econometric  business-cycle  research  could  have 
much  more  of  a  cumulative  effect  than  has  been  true  in 
the  past,  when  each  investigator  has  started  largely  from 
scratch.  It  might  also  be  possible  to  secure  agreement  on 
the  main  features  which  need  to  be  built  into  these 
econometric  models.  Probably  one  of  the  first  assign¬ 
ments  of  a  committee  on  economic  stability  would  be 
to  investigate  the  possibility  of  a  small  working  confer¬ 
ence  of  those  doing  econometric  research  in  this  area. 

2.  To  help  integrate  current  research  methodologies. 
More  specifically,  there  was  a  strong  opinion  at  the  con¬ 
ference  that  historical  studies  and  statistical  work  of 
the  sort  done  by  the  National  Bureau  of  Economic  Re¬ 
search  can  usefully  supplement  econometric  dynamic 
models  (and  vice  versa).  The  proposed  committee  could 
encourage  research  that  would  appraise  the  results  of 
econometric  model-building  in  the  light  of  quantitative 
and  nonquantitative  historical  evidence  that  cannot  be 
fitted  into  a  set  of  equations.  In  this  way  new  light  might 
be  thrown  on  those  aspects  of  past  cyclical  behavior  that 
result  from  recognizable  and  continuing  dynamic  prop¬ 
erties  of  the  economic  system,  and  it  might  be  possible 
to  get  a  better  idea  as  to  the  extent  to  which  past  behavior 
is  attributable  to  combinations  of  circumstances  which 
may  be  unique  to  particular  historical  periods. 

3.  To  facilitate  the  collection  and  publication  of 
needed  data,  particularly  by  the  federal  government. 


Scholars  in  this  field  need  some  way  of  keeping  informed 
regarding  the  data-collection  plans  and  activities  of 
government  and  private  agencies.  While  the  proposed 
committee  could  not  devote  a  great  deal  of  time  to  this 
effort,  the  existence  of  the  committee  might  well  lead 
data-collecting  agencies  to  seek  its  advice,  and  individual 
scholars  could  seek  its  help  in  inducing  particular  agen¬ 
cies  to  compile  needed  new  data  or  to  continue  publica¬ 
tion  of  particular  statistical  series  whose  discontinuance 
has  been  proposed. 

4.  To  serve  as  a  channel  of  communication  and  a 
facilitating  agency  in  the  field  of  research  on  problems  of 
economic  instability.  Various  types  of  activity  could 
contribute  to  this  end: 

a.  The  committee  could  try  to  induce  individuals  and 
research  groups  to  undertake  research  projects  that 
meetings  of  the  committee  or  special  conferences 
indicated  were  desirable.  This  might  include  pro¬ 
viding  lists  of  suggested  dissertation  topics  which 
could  be  widely  distributed. 

b.  The  committee  could  help  to  stimulate  existing 
research  agencies  to  undertake  lines  of  investigation 
that  are  needed,  and  it  might  be  called  on  by  such 
agencies  for  advice  on  research  plans. 

c.  Cionferences  might  be  organized  on  special  topics 
when  it  appeared  that  progress  in  a  particular  area 
could  be  furthered  by  such  meetings. 

d.  The  committee  might  help  to  stimulate  compara¬ 
tive  studies  covering  a  number  of  countries.  While 
economic  fluctuations  are  assumed  to  be  char¬ 
acteristic  of  all  private-enterprise  economies,  there 
are  relatively  few  studies  that  compare  the  kinds 
and  causes  of  fluctuations  in  different  countries.  It 
would  be  desirable  in  particular  to  arrange  for  a 
set  of  empirical  studies  that  would  follow  a  com¬ 
mon  analytical  framework  and  be  addressed  to  a 
common  set  of  questions  for  various  countries. 

The  recommendation  made  by  the  conference  was 
approved  by  the  Council’s  Committee  on  Problems  and 
Policy  at  its  September  meeting.  The  initial  members  of 
the  new  Committee  on  Economic  Stability  are  R.  A. 
Gordon,  University  of  California,  Berkeley  (chairman); 
James  S.  Duesenberry,  Harvard  University;  Bert  G. 
Hickman,  Brookings  Institution;  Lawrence  R.  Klein, 
University  of  Pennsylvania;  David  W.  Lusher,  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers;  and  Geoffrey  H.  Moore,  National 
Bureau  of  Economic  Research.  It  is  expected  that  the 
first  meeting  of  the  committee  will  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton  in  December,  in  connection  with  the  annual  meeting 
of  the  American  Economic  Association. 
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REPORT  ON  THE  WORK  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  URBANIZATION 


The  Council’s  Committee  on  Urbanization  has  held 
three  meetings  since  its  appointment  in  September 
1958.  Comprising  representatives  of  economics,  geog¬ 
raphy,  history,  jxjlitical  science,  social  anthropology,  and 
sociology,^  the  committee  first  undertook  to  review  the 
major  frameworks  in  these  disciplines  for  the  study  of  the 
city  and  urban  phenomena.  The  approaches  in  each  of 
these  disciplines  except  political  science  have  been  dis¬ 
cussed  during  the  committee’s  first  year.  This  report 
represents  an  effort  to  summarize  the  results  of  the 
committee’s  deliberations  so  far  and  to  indicate  what 
its  next  steps  may  be.  The  discussion  which  follows  is 
arbitrarily  organized  around  the  following  four  topics: 
metropolis  and  region;  urban  morphology  and  func¬ 
tions;  the  process  of  urbanization;  the  consequences  of 
urbanism. 

METROPOLIS  AND  REGION 

Among  the  various  approaches  found  in  the  literature 
on  the  study  and  analysis  of  the  metropolis  and  its  hinter¬ 
land,  the  following  have  been  reviewed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee:  “central  place”  theory;  the  “urban  hierarchy,” 
including  the  rank-size  rule  and  the  differential  func¬ 
tions  and  characteristics  of  places  by  size  of  population; 
the  notions  of  “regions,”  including  “nodal”  regions  and 
“uniform”  regions;  the  concept  of  “population  poten¬ 
tial”  and  related  ideas  from  “social  physics”;  and  the 
several  “functional  classifications”  of  cities. 

These  approaches  have  in  common  an  effort  to 
describe  and  explain  the  “system”  and  “order”  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  metropolitan  areas  and  their  hinterlands. 
Recognizing  the  merits  of  these  respective  approaches, 
the  committee  also  discussed  the  limitations  of  each. 
Central  place  theory  as  developed  by  Losch  ^  and  Chris¬ 
taller  ®  is  an  example  of  deductive  model  building  and 

•  The  author,  Professor  of  Sociology  and  Director  of  the  Population 
Research  and  Training  Center  at  the  Unive’-sity  of  Chicago,  served  on 
the  board  of  directors  of  the  Social  Science  Research  Council,  1949-51. 
He  is  chairman  of  its  Committee  on  Urbanization,  and  presented  this 
report  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  board  in  September  1959. 

1  In  addition  to  the  chairman,  the  members  of  the  committee  are: 
Norton  S.  Ginsburg,  University  of  Chicago;  Eric  E.  Lampard,  Smith 
College;  Oscar  Lewis,  University  of  Illinois;  Wallace  S.  Sayre,  Columbia 
University;  Leo  F.  Schnore,  University  of  Wisconsin;  Gideon  Sjoberg, 
University  of  Texas;  Raymond  Vernon,  Harvard  University;  secretary, 
Beverly  Duncan,  University  of  Chicago. 

*  August  Lbsch,  T he  Economics  of  Location,  tr.  from  2nd  rev.  ed.  by 
William  H.  Woglom  (New  Haven:  Yale  University  Press,  1954). 

»W.  Christaller,  Die  zentralen  Orte  in  Siiddeutschland  (Jena:  G. 
Fischer.  1935). 


by  Philip  M.  Hauser  * 

the  creation  of  constructs  which  have  not  yet  been 
adequately  subjected  to  empirical  research.  Contrari¬ 
wise,  much  of  the  work  concerned  with  the  urban  hier¬ 
archy,  including  treatments  of  the  rank-size  rule  and 
descriptions  of  differential  characteristics  of  places  by 
size,  constitutes  empirical  observation  and  description 
with  largely  inadequate  theoretical  frameworks.  Simi¬ 
larly,  work  with  the  concept  of  population  potential 
and  related  concepts,  although  indicating  order  and  the 
play  of  systematic  forces  in  the  distribution  of  popula¬ 
tion  and  activities,  still  does  not  have  an  adequate 
theoretical  framework  in  social  science  terms,  and  at 
points  may  illustrate  the  danger  of  pushing  physical 
analogies  too  far  into  the  social  realm.  Also  lacking  an 
adequate  theoretical  formulation,  although  perhaps  hav¬ 
ing  some  utility,  are  the  various  classification  systems 
and  taxonomies  of  cities  and  metropolitan  areas.  Finally, 
although  the  delineations  of  metropolitan  regions  or 
communities  are  useful  for  many  analytical  and  admin¬ 
istrative  purposes,  they  generally  involve  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  arbitrary  boundaries,  which  by  reifying  specific 
definitions  obscure  many  essential  relationships. 

The  literature  on  nodal  and  uniform  regions  is 
oriented  more  to  administrative  needs  or  specific  ana¬ 
lytical  purposes  than  to  the  improvement  of  under¬ 
standing  of  metropolis  and  region.  In  general,  closer 
interrelation  of  theory  and  empirical  research  seems  to 
be  needed,  and  also  more  work  on  the  various  classifica¬ 
tions  and  taxonomies  of  urban  places — ^work  designed  to 
test  the  utility  of  such  classificatory  and  taxonomic 
systems  for  improving  the  understanding  of  urban 
phenomena.  The  pitfalls  of  accepting  any  of  the  various 
delineations  of  metropolitan  areas  or  communities  as 
anything  more  than  arbitrary  units  for  specific  purposes 
should  be  avoided  at  the  present  stage  of  research  on 
metropolitan  and  regional  relationships. 

Committee  discussions  suggested  promising  develop¬ 
ments  and  leads  that  seemed  to  merit  further  attention. 
Among  these  was  the  input-output  model  developed  by 
Isard  and  Kavesh  *  for  showing  interrelations  of  metro¬ 
politan  center  and  hinterland.  It  was  recognized  that  the 
limited  available  data  make  this  model  difficult  to  use 
in  actual  research  situations.  Also  deemed  promising 
was  the  framework  developed  in  the  New  York  Metro- 

*  Walter  Isard  and  Robert  Kavesh,  "Economic  Structural  Interrela¬ 
tions  of  Metropolitan  Regions,”  American  Journal  of  Sociology,  Septem¬ 
ber  1954,  pp.  152-162. 
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poll  tan  Region  Study,®  which  represents  a  fusion  of 
general  economic  theory  and  location  theory.  In  this 
approach  the  clumping  of  population  and  activity  is 
considered  a  means  of  minimizing  costs  and  frictions  in 
communication  and  transport,  of  encouraging  division 
of  labor  to  provide  external  economies,  and  of  reducing 
entrepreneurial  risks.  Further  use  of  this  approach  to 
provide  results  comparable  with  those  of  the  New  York 
study  seems  worth  while.  Changes  in  location  patterns 
may  be  brought  about,  as  suggested  by  Vernon,  not  so 
much  by  relative  shifts  in  factor  costs  as  by  shifts  in 
technology  which  make  new  combinations  of  factors 
possible  and  open  up  new  possibilities  of  concentration 
and  dispersal. 

Finally,  it  was  thought  that  the  multidimensional 
approach  to  study  of  metropolis  and  region,  of  the  type 
represented  by  Duncan  and  his  colleagues,®  opens  new 
vistas  for  comparative  research.  This  approach  is  based 
essentially  on  consideration  of  “flows”  and  “inter¬ 
changes”  in  the  relations  between  metropolitan  centers 
and  their  hinterlands,  and  led  Duncan  and  his  colleagues 
to  develop  a  classification  system  multidimensional  in 
character  and  fluid  in  geographic  boundary. 

URBAN  MORPHOLOGY  AND  FUNCTION 

Various  frameworks  for  describing  and  analyzing  the 
internal  structure  and  functions  of  the  metropolitan  area 
were  also  reviewed:  the  approach  of  the  “Chicago 
school”  in  human  ecology  and  the  variations  on  the 
basic  Chicago  theme;  the  dichotomization  of  metropoli¬ 
tan  functions  into  “basic”  and  “nonbasic,”  or  “export” 
and  “service,”  or  “city  building”  and  “city  filling”;  the 
statistical  definitions  of  metropolitan  areas  and  sub¬ 
divisions  thereof,  as  represented  by  the  work  of  the  U.  S. 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  Bureau  of  the  Census — the 
standard  metropolitan  area,  the  urbanized  area,  the 
central  city  and  ring,  and  the  standard  metropolitan 
statistical  areas  adopted  for  the  1960  census  and  other 
statistical  activities  of  the  federal  government. 

Much  of  the  early  work  in  this  general  area  was 
descriptive,  subject  to  the  criticism  of  historicism  in  that 
it  focused  largely  on  Western  cities  and  disproportion¬ 
ately  on  the  city  of  Chicago,  and  overgeneralized, 
especially  as  treated  in  current  textbooks  on  urban 
sociology  and  related  literature.  The  committee’s  discus¬ 
sion  pointed  to  the  need  for  greatly  expanded  compara- 

5  See  Edgar  M.  Hoover  and  Raymond  Vernon,  Anatomy  of  a  Metropo¬ 
lis:  The  Changing  Distribution  of  People  and  Jobs  within  the  New  York 
Metropolitan  Region  (Cambridge:  Harvard  University  Press,  1959).  This 
is  the  first  of  a  series  of  9  volumes  presenting  the  results  of  the  Study. 

« In  the  forthcoming  volume  by  Otis  Dudley  Duncan  and  others. 
Metropolis  and  Region,  to  be  published  in  1%0  by  Johns  Hopkins 
University  Press,  for  Resources  for  the  Future,  Inc. 


tive  and  historical  research,  in  particular,  for  research 
in  non-Westem  cultures  and  more  historical  research  in 
Western  areas.  It  was  recognized  that  the  frameworks, 
in  the  main,  represent  “ideal  type”  concepts  which  have 
not  been  sufficiently  used  as  tools  of  research  but,  on 
the  contrary,  have  tended  prematurely  to  be  accepted  as 
products  of  research. 

The  broadening  of  the  concept  of  human  ecology  in 
the  recent  work  of  Hawley,  Duncan,  and  Schnore  ’’  was 
considered  especially  exciting,  for  it  opens  new  possibil¬ 
ities  for  investigation  of  urban  morphology  and  func¬ 
tion.  In  essence,  this  resurgence  of  human  ecological 
research  by  sociologists  represents  a  return  to  long- 
neglected  aspects  of  Durkheim’s  consideration  of  social 
morphology.  The  new  developments  center  on  the 
“ecological  complex,”  which  views  the  human  social 
order  as  a  product  of  interrelations  of  population  and 
environment  as  mediated  through  technology  and  organ¬ 
ization.  Each  of  the  four  elements  in  this  complex  can 
be  considered  as  either  a  dependent  or  an  independent 
variable  in  relation  to  the  others. 

PROCESS  OF  URBANIZATION 

The  work  on  the  process  of  urbanization  reviewed  by 
the  committee  included  that  of  Turner,  Gras,  Childe, 
and  Pirenne,  as  well  as  more  recent  studies  by  Lampard, 
Sjoberg,  and  Schnore.  Special  attention  was  given  to 
urbanization  in  relation  to  economic  development, 
which  has  become  a  problem  of  major  concern  to  the 
contemporary  world.  Here,  again,  past  work  was  con¬ 
sidered  deficient.  Generalizations  in  the  literature  are 
based  essentially  on  the  study  of  Western  cities,  and 
urbanization  tends  to  be  equated  with  industrialization. 
Urban  history,  on  the  whole,  has  been  little  concerned 
with  the  history  of  urbanization,  but  more  with  urban 
biography  and  the  treatment  of  urban  problems,  and  to 
some  extent  with  comparative  urban  phenomena. 

The  committee  believes  that  in  this  area  the  need  for 
comparative  study  is  perhaps  greater  than  in  any  other 
area  reviewed,  particularly  for  study  of  the  process  of 
urbanization  in  the  less  developed  areas  of  the  world — 
in  Asia,  Latin  America,  and  Africa.  The  literature  on 
the  history  and  explanation  of  urbanization,  on  the 
whole,  points  to  the  interrelation  of  technological  and 
social  developments  prerequisite  to  urban  growth. 
Turner  and  Childe,  on  the  basis  of  archaeological  and 

TAmos  H.  Hawley,  Human  Ecology  (New  York:  Ronald  Press  Co., 
1950):  Otis  Dudley  Duncan,  “Human  Ecology  and  Population  Studies,” 
in  Philip  M.  Hauser  and  Otis  Dudley  Duncan,  eds..  The  Study  of  Popu¬ 
lation:  An  Inventory  and  Appraisal  (Chicago:  University  of  Chicago 
Press,  1959):  Duncan  and  Leo  F.  Schnore,  "Cultural,  Behavioral,  and 
Ecological  Perspectives  in  the  Study  of  Social  Organization,”  American 
Journal  of  Sociology,  September  1959,  pp.  132-146. 
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similar  evidence,  have  skillfully  traced  the  emergence 
of  the  city  from  its  neolithic  peasant-village  origins  and 
have  indicated  the  nature  of  the  profound  changes  that 
have  been  antecedent  and  consequent  to  the  urban 
cultural  tradition.*  N.  S.  B.  Gras  has  provided  a  frame¬ 
work  for  comprehending  the  process  of  urbanization  as 
a  function  of  settlement  patterns  and  form  of  economic 
organization,  ranging  from  early  village  settlements  of 
peoples  following  a  collectional  nomadic  existence  to 
the  contemporary  metropolitan  order.®  Lampard  has 
focused  particularly  on  key  elements  in  the  development 
of  preindustrial,  industrial,  and  metrop)olitan  centers. 
Sjoberg,  focusing  on  the  characteristics  of  the  preindus¬ 
trial  city  in  relation  to  the  industrial,  has  revealed  many 
of  the  inadequacies  of  current  generalizations  about  the 
process  of  urbanization  and  has  emphasized  their  space 
and  time  limitations. 

As  Western  scholars  have  had  increasing  oppKjrtunity 
to  live  in  and  to  observe  urban  areas  in  other  parts  of 
the  world,  they  have  recognized  more  and  more  clearly 
that  the  process  of  urbanization  is  far  from  a  unitary 
one:  that,  on  the  contrary,  there  are  various  types  of 
urbanization,  in  respect  to  origin,  process,  and  con¬ 
sequences.  In  the  view  of  the  committee  much  remains 
to  be  done  in  historical  study  of  urbanization  in  the 
United  States  itself,  to  provide  a  better  basis  for  under¬ 
standing  urbanization  in  the  Western  world  and  for 
comparative  studies  in  other  areas.  Particularly  in  study 
of  the  process  of  urbanization  the  committee  believes 
that  multidisciplinary  or  interdisciplinary  efforts  can  be 
most  fruitful.  The  work  of  two  of  its  members,  Lampard 
and  Sjoberg,^®  indicates  possible  types  of  analysis  and 
the  kinds  of  research  problems  that  the  committee  thinks 
it  important  to  pursue. 

CONSEQUENCES  OF  URBANISM 

Much  of  the  literature  on  urbanization  and  urbanism, 
esp)ecially  in  sociology,  is  concerned  more  with  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  urbanization — with  urbanism  as  a  way  of 
life — than  with  consideration  of  the  city  as  a  dependent 
variable.  Outstanding  in  the  relatively  voluminous 
literature  in  this  area  are  the  works  of  authors  who  have 
attempted  to  distinguish  between  urban  and  other  forms 
of  living:  Maine,  for  example,  in  his  dichotomization  of 


status  and  contract;  Tonnies  in  his  differentiation  of 
gemeinschaft  and  gesellschaft;  Durkheim  in  his  distinc¬ 
tion  between  mechanical  and  organic  solidarity;  and  the 
more  recent  distinction  between  folk  and  urban  society, 
particularly  as  summarized  by  Redfield  and  by  Wirth.“ 
The  distinction  between  urban  and  rural  living  also 
constitutes  a  part  of  this  development. 

Generalizations  in  this  literature,  as  in  that  discussed 
in  the  preceding  section,  were  thought  by  the  committee 
to  be  drawn  from  inadequate  samples  in  time  and  space 
and  again,  on  the  whole,  to  constitute  ideal-type  con¬ 
structs  designed  as  tools  for  research  rather  than  to  be 
products  of  research.  Wirth  in  his  posthumously  pub¬ 
lished  paper  has  made  explicit,  perhaps  more  clearly 
than  others,  the  limitations  of  the  frameworks  for  ex¬ 
amining  the  consequences  of  urbanization: 

To  set  up  ideal-typical  polar  concepts  such  as  I  have  done,  and 
many  others  before  me  have  done,  does  not  prove  that  city  and 
country  are  fundamentally  and  necessarily  different.  It  does  not 
justify  mistaking  the  hypothetical  characteristics  attributed  to  the 
urban  and  the  rural  modes  of  life  for  established  facts,  as  has  so 
often  been  done.  Rather  it  suggests  certain  hypotheses  to  be  tested 
in  the  light  of  empirical  evidence  which  we  must  assiduously 
gather.  Unfortunately  this  evidence  has  not  been  accumulated 
in  such  a  fashion  as  to  test  critically  any  major  hypothesis  that 

has  been  proposed.^* 

The  committee  was  particularly  impressed  with  the 
work  of  its  fellow  member,  Oscar  Lewis,  whose  field 
findings  have  demonstrated  the  inadequacies  of  the 
folk-urban  dichotomization  and  whose  research  indicates 
the  need  for  new  and  more  suitable  frameworks  for 
analysis  of  the  consequences  of  urbanization.^*  An  un¬ 
published  paper  prepared  for  the  committee  by  Hauser 
lists  some  of  the  specific  elements  ascribed  by  Wirth  to 
“urbanism  as  a  way  of  life”  that  in  Asian  cities  have 
been  found  not  to  follow  the  anticipated  patterns. 

In  general,  the  committee  agreed  on  the  need  for 
testing  of  hypotheses  implicit  in  much  of  this  literature. 
The  committee’s  deliberations  tended  to  stress  the  im¬ 
portance  of  comparative  research  in  this  area  also,  and 
the  need  for  more  intensive  research  in  Western  cities, 
since  the  literature,  particularly  in  urban  sociology,  has 
repeated  as  generalizations — presumably  based  on  re¬ 
search — hypotheses  and  ideal-type  constructs  that  have 
never  been  used  adequately  in  research  on  Western 
cities,  to  say  nothing  of  cities  in  other  cultures. 


8  Ralph  Turner,  The  Great  Cultural  Traditions,  Vol.  1,  The  Ancient  1955,  pp.  81-136;  Gideon  Sjoberg,  "The  Preindustrial  City,"  American 
Cities  (New  York:  McGraw-Hill  Book  Company,  1941);  V.  Gordon  Journal  of  Sociology,  March  1955,  pp.  438-445. 

Childe,  Man  Makes  Himself  (New  York:  New  American  Library  of  ir  Robert  Redfield,  “Folk  Society,”  American  Journal  of  Sociology, 
World  Literature,  1951).  January  1947,  pp.  293-308;  Louis  Wirth,  Urbanism  as  a  Way  of  Life, 

»  N.  S.  B.  Gras,  An  Introduction  to  Economic  History  (New  York;  ibid.,  July  1938,  pp.  1-24. 

Harper  &  Brothers,  1922).  Louis  Wirth,  Community  Life  and  Social  Policy  (Chicago:  Univer- 

10  Eric  E.  Lampard,  "The  History  of  Cities  in  the  Economically  Ad-  sity  of  Chicago  Press,  1956)  pp.  173-174. 
vanced  Areas,”  Economic  Development  and  Cultural  Change,  January  i*  Life  in  a  Mexican  Village  (Urbana:  University  of  Illinois  Press,  1951). 
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CONCLUDING  OBSERVATIONS 


The  committee  has  not  yet  reviewed  the  literature  on 
the  political  process  in  urban  areas,  but  will  turn  to  this 
subject  at  its  next  meeting.  At  this  stage  the  members 
of  the  committee  believe  they  have  learned  much  from 
one  another  and  have  much  left  to  learn.  Among  the 
promising  ideas  that  have  developed  from  its  discus¬ 
sions  are  the  following: 

1.  There  is  need  to  differentiate  the  study  of  the  city 
as  a  dependent  variable  and  as  an  independent  variable. 
Much  of  the  apparent  conflict  in  the  literature  on  urban¬ 
ization  lies  in  the  failure  to  make  this  distinction  clear. 

2.  Consideration  should  be  given  to  the  advancement 
of  multidisciplinary  or  interdisciplinary  research  on  the 
problems  of  urbanization,  especially  through  the  co¬ 
operation  of  the  geographer,  historian,  economist,  and 
human  ecologist  in  study  of  the  city  as  a  dependent 
variable,  and  the  cooperation  of  the  social  anthro[X)lo- 


gist,  historian,  and  sociologist  in  study  of  the  city  as  an 
independent  variable. 

3.  More  comparative  and  historical  studies,  both  of 
the  process  and  consequences  of  urbanization,  should  be 
undertaken. 

4.  There  is  great  opportunity  in  the  underdeveloped 
areas  of  the  world  for  comparative  urban  studies. 
Through  such  studies  better  perspective  could  be 
achieved  on  the  generalizations  that  have  been  made 
about  urbanization,  most  of  which  have  been  derived 
from  consideration  of  a  relatively  small  number  of 
Western  cities  over  relatively  limited  periods  of  time. 

In  brief,  the  work  of  the  committee  up  to  this  point 
has  clarified  the  limitations  of  much  that  appears  in  the 
literature  on  urbanization  and  urbanism  as  a  way  of  life. 
It  has  indicated  the  importance  of  reconsidering  many 
of  the  “best  ideas”  in  this  area  and  of  proceeding  to  the 
construction  of  urban  theory  on  a  broader  foundation 
of  empirical  research  than  has  yet  been  provided. 


COMMITTEE  BRIEFS 


AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Herman  M.  Southworth  (chairman),  Kenneth  L.  Bach¬ 
man,  George  K.  Brinegar,  Robert  L.  Clodius,  Sidney  Hoos, 
Marc  Nerlove,  William  H.  Nicholls. 

The  committee  met  on  October  29-31  to  consider  a 
number  of  memoranda  which  had  been  prepared  in  response 
to  assignments  made  at  the  committee’s  first  meeting,  in 
May.  Four  of  these  memoranda  dealt  with  research  areas — 
agricultural  supply  analysis,  the  economics  of  technological 
change  in  agriculture,  the  analysis  of  market  structures,  and 
the  role  of  American  agriculture  in  the  world  economy. 
A  fifth  proposed  a  review  of  alternative  research  approaches 
in  agricultural  economics.  Discussion  was  concerned  both 
with  the  substantive  content  of  the  memoranda  and  with 
ways  in  which  their  recommendations  might  be  carried  out; 
the  tentative  conclusions  reached  are  to  be  re-examined  at 
a  meeting  in  April.  It  is  expected  that  some  of  the  mem¬ 
oranda  will  be  revised  for  publication  in  journals.  The 
memorandum  by  Messrs.  Bachman  and  Nerlove,  “The 
Analysis  of  Changes  in  Agricultural  Supply,”  presents  a 
theoretical  framework  against  which  recent  contributions  to 
agricultural  supply  analysis  are  evaluated,  and  gaps  in  exist¬ 
ing  theoretical  and  empirical  materials  are  discussed.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  present  preliminary  draft 
are  available  for  distribution,  u{X)n  request  addressed  to  Mr. 
Bachman  at  the  Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.  S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

The  full  text  of  the  report,  “Reorientations  in  Research 
in  Agricultural  Economics,”  by  Messrs.  Brinegar,  Bachman, 


and  Southworth,  part  of  which  appeared  in  Items,  March 
1959,  was  published  in  the  Journal  of  Farm  Economics, 
August  1959. 

ANALYSIS  OF  ECONOMIC  CENSUS  DATA 

John  Perry  Miller  (chairman),  Francis  M.  Boddy,  Robert 
W.  Burgess,  Howard  C.  Grieves,  Frank  A.  Hanna,  George 
J.  Stigler,  Ralph  J.  Watkins,  J.  Fred  Weston. 

The  first  studies  in  the  committee’s  program  of  mono¬ 
graphs  based  on  data  in  recent  economic  censuses  are  being 
concluded.  Victor  R.  Fuchs  has  submitted  to  the  committee 
a  preliminary  manuscript  presenting  the  findings  of  his 
study  of  the  location  of  manufacturing;  and  Carl  Kaysen 
expects  soon  to  submit  his  report  on  the  industrial  structure 
of  large  diversified  manufacturing  firms.  Work  is  continuing 
on  the  analysis  of  price-cost  behavior  undertaken  by  Richard 
Ruggles  and  Nancy  Rubles,  on  Ralph  L.  Nelson’s  study  of 
industrial  concentration,  and  on  Richard  H.  Holton’s 
analysis  of  the  structure  of  retail  and  wholesale  trade.  Ar¬ 
rangements  have  been  made  with  James  W.  McKie  of 
Vanderbilt  University  for  an  exploration  of  the  feasibility 
of  appraising  the  validity  of  industrial  classifications  now 
in  use.  The  need  for  more  precise  knowledge  of  the  degree 
of  comparability  of  data  collected  in  successive  censuses  of 
manufactures  became  evident  in  the  early  phases  of  Mr. 
Fuchs’  project.  This  led  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  to  under¬ 
take  a  study  which  has  been  published  as  its  Working  Paper 
No.  9,  Historical  Comparability  of  Census  of  Manufactures 
Industries,  1929-19^8,  by  Harold  T.  Goldstein. 


CONTEMPORARY  CHINA 

(Joint  with  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies) 

George  E.  Taylor  (chairman),  John  M.  H.  Lindbeck 
(secretary),  Alexander  Eckstein,  John  K.  Fairbank,  Walter 
Galenson,  Norton  S.  Ginsburg,  A.  M.  Hal  pern,  Philip  E. 
Mosely,  C.  Martin  Wilbur,  Hellmut  Wilhelm;  staff,  Bryce 
Wood. 

This  new  joint  committee  was  appointed  in  September 
and  held  its  first  meeting  on  November  1-2,  1959.  In 
exploratory  discussions  of  problems  of  research  on  contem¬ 
porary  China,  the  committee  gave  particular  attention  to 
the  availability  of  source  materials  and  to  ways  and  means 
of  making  them  more  accessible  to  scholars.  The  volume  of 
official  documents  and  newspaper  and  periodical  literature 
of  interest  to  scholars  that  is  coming  out  of  China  is  very 
large,  and  making  these  materials  accessible  for  research 
purposes  will  involve  the  use  of  various  techniques  of  index¬ 
ing  or  digesting.  This  subject  will  be  considered  further  by 
the  committee  at  its  next  meeting,  to  be  held  early  in  the 
spring  of  1960. 

Several  members  of  the  committee  have  undertaken  to 
prepare  informal  reports  on  the  state  of  knowledge  in  their 
respective  fields,  the  nature  of  research  in  progress,  and  the 
principal  research  needs  as  seen  by  their  colleagues  in  the 
social  sciences.  The  committee  hopes  that  these  reports  will 
yield  an  overview  of  current  research  developments  and  also 
suggestions  of  ways  in  which  it  might  be  able  to  advance 
research  on  contemporary  China. 

ECONOMIC  GROWTH 

Simon  Kuznets  (chairman),  Richard  Hartshorne,  Melville 
J.  Herskovits,  Edgar  M.  Hoover,  Bert  F.  Hoselitz,  Wilbert 
E.  Moore,  Joseph  J.  Spengler. 

Plans  were  substantially  completed  by  the  committee  at  a 
meeting  on  October  16-17  for  three  conferences  to  be  held 
during  the  coming  year.  One,  sponsored  jointly  with 
Resources  for  the  Future,  Inc.,  will  be  concerned  with 
natural  resources  and  economic  growth;  a  second,  sponsored 
jointly  with  the  Universities  -  National  Bureau  Committee 
on  Economic  Research,  will  deal  with  the  rate  and  direction 
of  inventive  activity;  and  the  third  will  consider  the  rela¬ 
tion  of  agriculture  to  economic  growth.  The  committee  is 
planning  a  conference  on  industrialization  of  the  Soviet 
Union,  to  be  held  in  1961,  and  is  exploring  the  feasibility 
of  a  subsequent  conference  on  indigenous  and  induced 
elements  in  the  growth  of  sub-Saharan  Africa.  A  workshop 
on  economic  anthropology  was  sponsored  by  the  committee 
and  the  Research  Center  in  Economic  Development  and 
Cultural  Change  at  the  University  of  Chicago  on  September 
5-11,  1959,  to  stimulate  discussion  of  the  possibilities  for 
joint  research  by  anthropologists  and  economists  on  socio¬ 
economic  organization  of  underdeveloped  areas. 

A  rejKjrt  on  one  of  the  studies  of  foreign  economic  growth 
supported  by  the  committee,  “Japanese  Capital  Formation: 
The  Role  of  the  Public  Sector,”  by  Henry  Rosovsky,  was 
published  in  the  Journal  of  Economic  History,  September 


1959.  The  complete  results  of  his  research  in  Japan  are  to 
be  published  during  the  coming  year  in  a  volume  entitled 
Japanese  Capital  Formation,  1868-1940. 

HISTORY  OF  SCIENCE 

(Joint  with  National  Research  Council) 

Richard  H.  Shryock  (chairman),  I.  Bernard  Cohen,  Henry 
Guerlac,  Mark  H.  Ingraham,  R.  B.  Lindsay,  Robert  K. 
Merton,  H.  L.  Shapiro,  Gordon  R.  Willey. 

The  conference  on  the  history  of  quantification  in  the 
sciences,  which  was  postponed  from  April  1959,  was  held  at 
the  offices  of  the  Social  Science  Research  Council  on  Novem¬ 
ber  20-21,  1959.  Some  30  scholars,  representing  various 
fields  of  the  natural  and  social  sciences,  participated. 
Funds  for  support  of  the  conference  were  provided  by  the 
National  Science  Foundation. 

The  first  session  of  the  conference  opened  with  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  nature  of  quantification,  which  was  led  by  S.  S. 
Wilks  of  Princeton  University,  and  continued  with  discus¬ 
sion  of  a  paper,  “Quantification  in  Medieval  Physics,”  by 
A.  C.  Crombie  of  Princeton.  The  second  session  considered 
two  papers:  “The  Function  of  Measurement  in  Modern 
Physical  Science,”  by  Thomas  S.  Kuhn  of  the  University  of 
California,  Berkeley,  and  “Quantification  in  Chemistry,” 
by  Mr.  Guerlac.  The  third  session  was  devoted  to  discussion 
of  “The  History  of  Quantification  in  Medical  Science,”  by 
Mr.  Shryock,  and  “The  Beginning  and  Growth  of  Measure¬ 
ment  in  Psychology,”  by  Edwin  G.  Boring  of  Harvard  Uni¬ 
versity.  The  discussion  at  the  final  session  dealt  with  a 
paper  by  Joseph  J.  Spengler  of  Duke  University,  “On  the 
Progress  of  Quantification  in  Economics,”  and  one  on  “Ob¬ 
servations  and  Materials  on  the  History  of  Quantification  in 
Sociology,”  by  Paul  F.  Lazarsfeld  of  Columbia  University. 

INTELLECTIVE  PROCESSES  RESEARCH 

Roger  W.  Brown  (chairman),  Jerome  Kagan,  William 
Kessen,  Lloyd  N.  Morrisett,  Paul  H.  Mussen,  Harold  W. 
Stevenson. 

At  its  first  meeting  on  November  6-7,  the  committee  made 
plans  for  a  research  planning  conference  in  the  spring  of 
1960  on  intellective  development  during  the  first  five  years 
of  life.  The  conference  will  examine  the  developmental 
theory  of  Jean  Piaget  in  the  light  of  other  current  theory 
and  research  and  will  consider  the  relation  of  the  study  of 
early  intellective  development  to  such  new  approaches  as 
the  simulation  of  cognitive  processes  on  digital  computers. 

NATIONAL  SECURITY  POLICY  RESEARCH 

William  T.  R.  Fox  (chairman),  Charles  J.  Hitch,  Charles 
Kindleberger,  Klaus  Knorr,  G.  A.  Lincoln,  John  W. 
Masland,  Robert  E.  Osgood,  Arthur  Smithies;  staff,  Bryce 
Wood. 

As  a  result  of  the  favorable  response  to  the  committee’s 
Conference  on  National  Security  Policy:  Problems  of  Re- 
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search  and  Teaching — held  at  Dartmouth  College  in  June 
1957  as  reported  in  Items,  September  1957 — the  committee 
sponsored  a  second  major  conference,  at  the  U.  S.  Military 
Academy,  on  June  17-19,  1959.  The  subject  of  this  confer¬ 
ence  was  “The  Social  Sciences  and  National  Security  Policy.” 
Formal  papers  were  not  prepared,  since  the  intent  was  to 
provide  the  60  participants  with  an  opportunity  for  informal 
exchanges  of  views  and  experience.  The  conference  discussed 
problems  in  research  and  in  graduate  and  undergraduate 
instruction  in  the  area  of  national  security  policy. 

Sessions  were  held  on  four  general  topics.  There  were  two 
sessions  on  the  relations  of  traditional  disciplines  to  a  new 
jx)licy  field,  for  which  H.  Field  Haviland,  Jr.  of  the  Brook¬ 
ings  Institution  served  as  chairman.  Messrs.  Fox  and  Hitch 
and  Harold  D.  Lasswell  of  Yale  University  led  the  discus¬ 
sions.  The  commentators  included  Mr.  Knorr,  Pendleton 
Herring,  Morris  Janowitz  of  the  University  of  Michigan,  and 
Louis  Morton  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Military  History, 
Department  of  the  Army.  A  session  on  seminars  and  special¬ 
ized  courses  on  national  security  policy  was  chaired  by  Col. 
Lincoln.  The  discussion  leaders  were  Lt.  Col.  Amos  A.  Jor¬ 
dan,  Jr.  of  the  U.  S.  Military  Academy,  Harry  L.  Coles  of 
Ohio  State  University,  and  Mr.  Masland.  The  commentators 
were  Thomas  C.  Blaisdell,  Jr.  of  the  University  of  California, 
Berkeley,  William  Emerson  of  Yale  University,  and  Lt.  Col. 
Wesley  W.  Posvar  of  the  U.  S.  Air  Force  Academy.  A  session 
on  uses  of  game  theory  and  techniques  was  chaired  by  Paul 
H.  Nitze  of  the  Foreign  Service  Educational  Foundation, 
and  the  discussion  was  led  by  Hans  Speier  of  the  Rand 
Corporation.  The  commentators  were  Harold  Guetzkow  of 
Northwestern  University  and  Warner  R.  Schilling  of  Colum¬ 
bia  University.  Mr.  Masland  served  as  chairman  of  a  session 
on  treatment  of  national  security  problems  in  appropriate 
courses  in  the  social  sciences.  Holbert  N.  Carroll  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Pittsburgh  and  Samuel  P.  Huntington  of  Columbia 
University  led  this  discussion.  A  limited  number  of  copies  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  conference  are  available  to  persons 
concerned  with  the  field  of  national  security  policy. 

As  announced  in  Items,  March  1959,  the  committee  is 
administering  a  two-year  program  of  grants  for  research  on 
national  security  policy,  with  emphasis  on  economic  ques¬ 
tions.  A  memorandum  entitled  “National  Security  Policy 
as  a  Field  for  Economic  Research”  has  been  prepared  for 
the  committee  by  Mr.  Hitch;  and  copies  of  this  mem¬ 
orandum  are  available  to  applicants  for  grants  and  to  other 
interested  persons. 

NEAR  AND  MIDDLE  EAST 

(Joint  with  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies) 

T.  Cuyler  Young  (chairman) ,  Hamilton  A.  R.  Gibb, 
Majid  Khadduri,  Dankwart  A.  Rustow,  William  D.  Schor- 
ger,  Wilfred  C.  Smith,  G.  E.  von  Grunebaum;  staff,  Joseph 
B.  Casagrande. 

On  October  16  the  committee  held  its  first  meeting  since 
its  recent  reorganization  as  a  joint  committee.  It  reviewed 
the  present  status  of  projects  begun  under  its  auspices  as  a 
committee  of  the  Social  Science  Research  Council  and  made 


preliminary  plans  for  further  activities.  Among  the  former 
projects  is  the  preparation  of  a  handbook  for  anthrof>olog- 
ical  research  on  the  Middle  East,  under  the  editorial  direc¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Schorger.  The  handbook  will  contain  comparable 
ethnographic  summaries  of  9  subregions,  written  by  special¬ 
ists  in  the  respective  areas,  as  well  as  ethnic  and  tribal  maps, 
annotated  bibliographies,  and  other  materials.  It  is  hoped 
that  the  handbook  will  be  ready  for  publication  late  in  1960. 

On  February  27  -  March  4,  1959,  the  committee  sponsored 
a  conference  of  American  social  scientists  at  the  University 
of  Tehran,  Iran,  the  first  meeting  held  abroad  under  the 
committee’s  auspices.  Participants  in  the  conference  included 
recipients  of  grants  for  research  under  the  program  cur¬ 
rently  administered  by  the  committee.  Overseas  Fellows  of 
the  Ford  Foundation,  and  others  actively  engaged  in  research 
in  the  area.  The  conference  was  concerned  with  those 
topics  on  which  social  science  research  can  be  done 
effectively  in  the  Middle  East,  with  questions  of  the  adequacy 
and  accessibility  of  relevant  data,  and  with  problems  of 
advanced  training  for  field  research.  Short  papers  sum¬ 
marizing  participants’  current  research  and  assessing  the  re¬ 
search  situation  in  the  several  Middle  Eastern  countries  rep¬ 
resented  were  circulated  in  advance  of  the  meeting.  The 
conference  was  planned  mainly  by  Messrs.  Rustow,  Schorger, 
and  J.  C.  Hurewitz,  a  former  member  of  the  committee.  Mr. 
Rustow  also  served  as  chairman  of  the  conference,  and 
Leonard  Binder  of  the  University  of  California,  Los  Angeles, 
recipient  of  an  award  under  the  committee’s  program,  as¬ 
sisted  in  making  the  local  arrangements.  Others  who  took 
part  in  the  conference  were  George  W.  Angell,  Jr.,  Inter¬ 
national  Cooperation  Administration,  Ankara,  Turkey; 
Morroe  Berger,  Princeton  University;  Woodbridge  Bingham, 
University  of  California,  Berkeley;  Wayne  Dennis,  Brooklyn 
College;  Peter  G.  Franck,  Robert  College,  Istanbul; 
Frederick  W.  Frey,  Ph.D.  candidate  in  politics,  Princeton 
University;  Alan  W.  Horton,  American  University  at  Cairo; 
M.  Scott  Meyers,  Governmental  Affairs  Institute,  Tehran; 
Kenneth  H.  Parsons,  University  of  Wisconsin;  E.  Terry 
Prothro,  American  University  of  Beirut;  Malcolm  Quint, 
Care,  Inc.  Mission,  Tehran;  Rachel  L.  Rustow,  Princeton 
University;  Deena  R.  Schorr,  Ph.D.  candidate  in  history, 
Radcliffe  College;  Louise  E.  Sweet,  University  of  Michigan; 
Wayne  Untereiner,  Governmental  Affairs  Institute,  Tehran; 
P.  J.  Vatikiotis,  Indiana  University;  Sloan  Wayland,  Ford 
Foundation;  Alex  Weingrod,  University  of  Chicago. 

POPULATION  CENSUS  MONOGRAPHS 

Dudley  Kirk  (chairman),  Robert  W.  Burgess,  John  D. 
Durand,  Ronald  Freedman,  Daniel  O.  Price,  George  J. 
Stolnitz. 

Since  its  appointment  in  November  1958  the  committee 
has  been  engaged  in  selecting  and  planning  for  a  number  of 
research  projects  that  will  be  based  primarily  on  data  from 
the  1960  census  of  population.  At  a  meeting  on  October  26 
the  committee  approved  arrangements  soon  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  for  five  monographs.  These  will  deal  with  patterns 
of  growth  and  the  changing  structure  of  metropolitan  com- 
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muni  ties;  the  Negro  in  the  American  population,  including 
a  review  of  major  changes  during  the  past  hundred  years; 
personal  and  family  income  with  special  attention  to  clari¬ 
fying  problems  of  measurement  of  supposed  low-income 
groups;  changes  in  the  American  family;  and  an  analysis  of 
rural  America  with  emphasis  on  the  extent  to  which  the 
rural  population  remains  differentiated  or  is  merging  with 
the  urban  population.  Several  other  aspects  of  population 
change  are  being  investigated  by  the  committee  with  respect 
to  their  suitability  for  monographic  treatment,  and  the 
committee  would  welcome  suggestions  of  additional  topics 
that  might  be  considered. 

SLAVIC  STUDIES 

(Joint  with  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies) 

William  B.  Edgerton  (chairman),  Robert  F.  Byrnes  (secre¬ 
tary),  Abram  Bergson,  Cyril  E.  Black,  Merle  Fainsod, 
Chauncy  D.  Harris,  Charles  Jelavich,  Henry  L.  Roberts, 
Marshall  D.  Shulman,  Ernest  J.  Simmons,  S.  Harrison  Thom¬ 
son,  Sergius  Yakobson. 

“An  Appraisal  of  Russian  Studies  in  the  United  States,” 
the  report  of  the  former  Subcommittee  on  Review  of  Rus¬ 
sian  Studies,  was  published  in  the  American  Slavic  and  East 
European  Review,  October  1959,  pages  417-441. 

The  joint  committee  met  on  October  9-10  to  consider 
plans  for  the  coming  year.  The  two  sponsoring  Councils 
have  agreed  on  the  transfer,  for  administrative  reasons,  of 
staff  responsibility  for  the  joint  committee’s  activities  from 
the  Social  Science  Research  Council  to  the  American  Council 
of  Learned  Societies.  Administration  of  the  program  of 
grants  for  Slavic  and  East  European  Studies,  support  of  re¬ 
search  conferences,  grants  for  travel  to  international  con¬ 
ferences,  and  subsidies  to  assist  publication  of  research  man¬ 


uscripts  will  be  continued  by  the  former  Council  through 
June  1960,  and  will  thereafter  be  undertaken  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Council  of  Learned  Societies;  other  responsibilities  will 
be  transferred  during  the  course  of  the  current  year. 

The  joint  committee  is  continuing  collaboration  with  the 
Association  of  Research  Libraries,  through  the  work  of  a  Co¬ 
ordinating  Committee  for  Slavic  and  East  European  Library 
Resources.  On  this  coordinating  committee  Messrs.  Edgerton 
and  Yakobson  and  Alexander  Dallin  of  the  Columbia  Uni¬ 
versity  Russian  Institute  represent  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Slavic  Studies;  and  Douglas  W.  Bryant  of  Harvard  College 
Library  (chairman) ,  Dorothy  W.  Keller  of  the  University  of 
California  Library,  Berkeley,  and  Richard  Logsdon  of  the 
Columbia  University  Library  represent  the  Association  of 
Research  Libraries.  Vaclav  Mostecky  of  Harvard  University 
serves  as  secretary  of  the  coordinating  committee.  Its  func¬ 
tions  are  informative  and  advisory.  It  will  seek  to  keep  li¬ 
braries  informed  about  all  significant  developments  affecting 
the  acquisition  of  Russian  and  East  European  publications, 
to  study  the  most  effective  division  of  responsibility  among 
libraries  for  assuring  adequate  coverage  of  various  subject 
fields,  to  advise  libraries  on  matters  affecting  their  Russian 
and  East  European  collections,  and  to  initiate  or  promote  re¬ 
search  studies  and  surveys,  special  training  programs,  meet¬ 
ings  with  East  European  officials  and  librarians,  and  other 
projects  of  concern  to  American  research  libraries  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  procurement,  preservation,  servicing,  biblio¬ 
graphical  control,  and  use  of  publications  from  the  Soviet 
Union  and  Eastern  Europ>e. 

The  Subcommittee  on  Grants  has  made  an  award  to  Naum 
Jasny,  Soviet  Economic  Study  Group,  Washington,  D.  C.,  to 
assist  publication  by  the  University  of  Chicago  Press  of  his 
manuscript  entitled  “The  Great  Industrialization  Drive  of 
the  U.  S.  S.  R.” 


PERSONNEL 


DIRECTORS  AND  OFFICERS  OF  THE  COUNCIL 

At  the  annual  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Council  held  in  September,  H.  Field  Haviland,  Jr.  of  the 
Brookings  Institution,  Herbert  A.  Simon  of  Carnegie 
Institute  of  Technology,  Malcolm  M.  Willey  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Minnesota,  and  T.  Cuyler  Young  of  Princeton 
University  were  elected  directors-at-large  for  the  two-year 
term  1969-61. 

Malcolm  M.  Willey  was  elected  chairman  of  the  board 
of  directors;  Lyle  H.  Lanier  of  the  University  of  Illinois, 
vice-chairman;  E.  Adamson  Hoebel  of  the  University  of 
Minnesota,  secretary;  and  Philip  J.  McCarthy  of  Cornell 


University,  treasurer.  The  following  members  of  the  board 
were  elected  as  its  Executive  Committee:  C.  Vann  Woodward 
of  Johns  Hopkins  University  (chairman),  Harold  F.  Dom 
of  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Herbert  A.  Simon, 
Conrad  Taeuber  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  and  Donald 
Young  of  the  Russell  Sage  Foundation.  Joseph  J.  Spengler 
of  Duke  University  was  named  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Problems  and  Policy;  and  Chauncy  D.  Harris  of  the 
University  of  Chicago  and  Wilbert  E.  Moore  of  Princeton 
University  were  elected  members  of  the  committee.  Its 
other  members  are  V.  O.  Key,  Jr.,  Frederick  Mosteller,  David 
M.  Potter,  and  ex  officio:  Pendleton  Herring,  Malcolm  M. 
Willey,  and  Lyle  H.  Lanier. 
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APPOINTMENTS  TO  COMMITTEES 

William  H.  Nicholls  of  Vanderbilt  University  has  been  ap¬ 
pointed  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Faculty  Research  Fel¬ 
lowships  for  the  year  1959-60.  M.  Margaret  Ball  of  Wellesley 
College,  Irving  L.  Janis  of  Yale  University,  Joseph  J.  Math¬ 
ews  of  Emory  University,  George  E.  Mowry  of  the  University 
of  California,  Los  Angeles,  and  John  Useem  of  Michigan 
State  University  have  been  appointed  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  This  committee  administers  the  revised  program  of 
faculty  research  fellowships,  which  supplants  the  former  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  same  name  and  the  former  program  of  faculty 
research  grants,  as  announced  in  Items,  September  1959, 
page  S3. 

Vincent  H.  Whitney  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  has 
been  appointed  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Grants-in- 
Aid  for  1959-60.  John  Hope  Franklin  of  Brooklyn  College 
has  been  reappointed;  and  James  M.  Buchanan  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Virginia,  William  H.  Riker  of  Lawrence  College, 
Melford  E.  Spiro  of  the  University  of  Washington,  and  Gor¬ 
don  Wright  of  Stanford  University  have  been  newly  ap>- 
pointed  to  the  committee. 

Earl  Latham  of  Amherst  College  has  been  reappointed 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Social  Science  Personnel, 
which  has  charge  of  the  Council’s  research  training  fellow¬ 
ship  program.  Newly  appointed  to  the  committee  for 
1959-60  is  David  M.  Schneider  of  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Berkeley.  Gardner  Ackley  of  the  University  of  Mich¬ 
igan,  Robert  E.  L.  Paris  of  the  University  of  Washington, 
Wayne  H.  Holtzman  of  the  University  of  Texas,  and  Paul 
Webbink  of  the  Social  Science  Research  Council  have  been 
reappointed. 

J.  Roland  Pennock  of  Swarthmore  College  has  been  re¬ 
named  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Political  Theory  and 
Legal  Philosophy  Fellowships  for  1959-60.  Guy  H.  Dodge  of 
Brown  University,  David  Easton  of  the  University  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  Jerome  Hall  of  Indiana  University,  Thomas  P.  Jenkin 
of  the  University  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  and  Robert  G. 
McCloskey  of  Harvard  University  have  been  reappointed 
members  of  the  conamittee. 

Robert  E.  Cushman  of  the  National  Historical  Publica¬ 
tions  Commission  has  been  renamed  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Grants  for  Research  on  Governmental  Affairs, 
which  administers  the  program  of  senior  research  awards 
in  American  governmental  affairs.  Also  reappointed  to  the 
committee  for  1959-60  are  Alexander  Heard  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  North  Carolina,  Dean  E.  McHenry  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  Elmer  B.  Staats  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  Benjamin  F.  Wright  of  the 
Center  for  Advanced  Study  in  the  Behavioral  Sciences. 

David  B.  Truman  of  Columbia  University  has  been  reap¬ 
pointed  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Political  Behavior, 
which  administers  the  programs  of  grants  for  research  on 
American  governmental  and  legal  processes  and  of  summer 
institutes  on  interrelations  of  law  and  other  social  institu¬ 
tions  (see  Items,  September  1959,  pages  32-33).  Also  reap¬ 
pointed  to  the  committee  are  William  M.  Beaney  of  Prince¬ 
ton  University,  Robert  A.  Dahl  of  Yale  University,  Oliver 


Garceau  of  Harvard  University,  V.  O.  Key,  Jr.  of  Harvard 
University,  Avery  Leiserson  of  Vanderbilt  University,  Ed¬ 
ward  H.  Levi  of  the  University  of  Chicago,  and  Dayton  D. 
McKean  of  the  University  of  Colorado. 

Mortimer  Spiegelman  of  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance 
Company  has  been  renamed  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
International  Conference  Travel  Grants.  Robert  C.  Angell 
of  the  University  of  Michigan,  Lee  J.  Cronbach  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Illinois,  Hugh  L.  Elsbree  of  the  Legislative  Ref¬ 
erence  Service,  Library  of  Congress,  Frederic  C.  Lane  of 
Johns  Hopkins  University,  and  John  Perry  Miller  of  Yale 
University  have  been  reappointed  members;  and  Edward  H. 
Spicer  of  the  University  of  Arizona  has  been  added  to  the 
committee. 

Chauncy  D.  Harris  of  the  University  of  Chicago  has  been 
named  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Grants  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Slavic  Studies  (co-sponsored  by  the  American 
Council  of  Learned  Societies).  Deming  Brown  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Michigan  and  Donald  W.  Treadgold  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Washington  have  been  reappointed;  and  Evsey 
D.  Domar  of  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology  and 
Henry  L.  Roberts  of  Columbia  University  have  been  added 
to  the  subcommittee. 

As  chairman  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Social  Science 
Research  Council  for  1959-60,  Malcolm  M.  Willey  also  serves 
as  a  member  of  the  Conference  Board  of  Associated  Research 
Councils  for  the  year,  as  does  Robert  M.  Lumiansky  of  Tu- 
lane  University,  chairman  of  the  board  of  the  American 
Council  of  Learned  Societies.  E.  Adamson  Hoebel  of  the 
University  of  Minnesota  has  been  designated  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  Social  Science  Research  Council  on  the  Con¬ 
ference  Board’s  Conunittee  on  International  Exchange  of 
Persons;  John  F.  Latimer  of  George  Washington  University 
has  been  named  a  representative  of  the  American  Council 
of  Learned  Societies  on  this  committee. 

James  Tobin  of  Yale  University  has  been  appointed 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Family  and  Economic 
Behavior  for  1959-60. 

A  new  Joint  Committee  on  Contemporary  China  has  been 
appointed  by  the  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies 
and  the  Social  Science  Research  Council.  The  members  for 
1959-60  are  George  E.  Taylor  of  the  University  of  Wash¬ 
ington  (chairman),  John  M.  H.  Lindbeck  of  Harvard  Uni¬ 
versity  (secretary),  Alexander  Eckstein  of  the  University 
of  Rochester,  John  K.  Fairbank  of  Harvard  University, 
Walter  Galenson  of  the  University  of  California,  Berkeley, 
Norton  S.  Ginsburg  of  the  University  of  Chicago,  A.  M. 
Halpem  of  the  Rand  Corporation,  Philip  E.  Mosely  of  the 
Council  on  Foreign  Relations,  C.  Martin  Wilbur  of 
Columbia  University,  and  Hellmut  Wilhelm  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Washington. 

Roger  W.  Brown  of  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology 
(chairman),  Jerome  Kagan  of  the  Fels  Research  Institute, 
William  Kessen  of  Yale  University,  Lloyd  N.  Morrisett  of 
the  Carnegie  Corporation  of  New  York,  Paul  H.  Mussen  of 
the  University  of  California,  Berkeley,  and  Harold  W. 
Stevenson  of  the  University  of  Minnesota  have  been  ap- 
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pointed  a  Committee  on  Intellective  Processes  Research,  to 
explore  means  of  advancing  research  in  this  area,  especially 
on  the  development  of  intellective  processes  in  children. 

The  Committee  on  Linguistics  and  Psychology  has  been 
reconstituted  for  1959-60  with  the  following  membership: 
James  J.  Jenkins  of  the  University  of  Minnesota  (chairman), 
John  B.  Carroll  of  Harvard  University,  Charles  A.  Ferguson 
of  the  Center  for  Applied  Linguistics,  Joseph  H.  Greenberg 
of  Columbia  University,  and  Wallace  E.  Lambert  of  McGill 
University. 

Robert  E.  Osgood  of  the  University  of  Chicago  has  been 
appointed  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  National  Security 
Policy  Research. 


Lloyd  N.  Morrisett  of  the  Carnegie  Corporation  of  New 
York  has  been  appointed  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Personality  Development  in  Youth. 

Lloyd  E.  Ohlin  (chairman)  and  Richard  A.  Cloward  of 
the  New  York  School  of  Social  Work,  John  A.  Clausen  of  the 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health,  Albert  K.  Cohen  of  In¬ 
diana  University,  Walter  B.  Miller  of  the  Special  Youth  Pro¬ 
gram  Research  Project,  Roxbury,  Mass.,  Albert  J.  Reiss,  Jr. 
of  the  State  University  of  Iowa,  and  Jackson  Toby  of  Rutgers 
University  have  been  appointed  a  Committee  on  Sociocul¬ 
tural  Contexts  of  Delinquency,  to  plan  and  appraise  research 
in  this  field. 


F/NAL  DATES  FOR  FILING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  COUNCIL  AWARDS 


As  announced  last  September,  the  final  date  for  receipt 
by  the  Council  of  applications  for  Research  Training  Fellow¬ 
ships,  for  Political  Theory  and  Legal  Philosophy  Fellow¬ 
ships,  and  for  International  Conference  Travel  Grants 
(except  for  conferences  on  Slavic  and  East  European  Studies) 
was  December  1. 

The  final  dates  for  receipt  of  applications  for  awards 
under  certain  other  programs  are  as  follows: 


•Grants  for  Latin  American  Studies,  January  4 
Faculty  Research  Fellowships,  February  1 
Grants-in-Aid  of  Research,  February  1 
Summer  Research  Training  Institute  on  Administration 
of  Criminal  Justice,  February  1 
•Travel  Grants  for  conferences  on  Slavic  and  East 
European  Studies,  March  1 

*  Joint  program  of  the  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies  and 
the  Social  Science  Research  Council. 


PUBLICATIONS 


COUNCIL  PUBLICATIONS 

The  State  and  Economic  Growth:  Papers  of  a  Conference 
Held  on  October  11-13,  1956,  under  the  Auspices  of 
the  Committee  on  Economic  Growth,  edited  by  Hugh 
G.  J.  Aitken.  May  1959.  399  pages.  Cloth,  $3.75. 

Miration  and  Mental  Disease:  A  Study  of  First  Admis¬ 
sions  to  Hospitals  for  Mental  Disease,  New  York,  1939- 
1941,  by  Benjamin  Malzberg  and  Everett  S.  Lee,  with 
an  introduction  by  Dorothy  S.  Thomas.  Sponsored  by 
the  former  Committee  on  Migration  Differentials. 
March  1956.  152  pages.  $1.50. 

Labor  Mobility  in  Six  Cities,  prepared  by  Gladys  L. 
Palmer,  with  the  assistance  of  Carol  P.  Brainerd,  for 
the  former  Committee  on  Labor  Market  Research.  June 
1954.  191  pages.  Paper,  $2.25;  cloth,  $2.75. 

Effects  of  Social  and  Cultural  Systems  in  Reactions  to 
Stress.  Pamphlet  14,  by  William  Caudill.  June  1958. 
39  pages.  50  cents. 


Social  Status  and  Public  Health,  Pamphlet  13,  by  Ozzie 
G.  Simmons.  May  1958.  39  pages.  50  cents. 

Problems  in  Intercultural  Health  Programs,  Pamphlet  12, 
by  George  M.  Foster.  April  1958.  54  pages.  50  cents. 

Special  price  for  these  three  pamphlets  together,  $1.00. 

The  publications  of  the  Council  are  distributed  from  its 
office,  230  Park  Avenue,  New  York  17,  N.  Y. 

OTHER  BOOKS 

American  Research  on  Russia,  edited  by  Harold  H. 
Fisher.  Essays  prepared  for  the  Subcommittee  on  Re¬ 
view  of  Russian  Studies,  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Slavic  Studies.  Bloomington:  Indiana  University  Press, 
September  1959.  254  pages.  Cloth,  $5.00. 

Trends  in  Content  Analysis,  edited  by  Ithiel  de  Sola  Pool. 
Based  on  papers  and  discussions  at  a  conference  spon¬ 
sored  by  the  Committee  on  Linguistics  and  Psychology, 
February  9-11,  1955.  Urbana:  University  of  Illinois 
Press,  December  1959.  250  pages.  Cloth,  $7.50. 


SOCIAL  SCIENCE  RESEARCH  COUNCIL 

2S0  PARK  AVENUE,  NEW  YORK  17,  N.  Y. 

Incorporated  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  December  27,  1924,  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  research  in  the  social  sciences 

Directors,  1959:  Gardner  Ackley,  Gabriel  A.  Almond,  Harold  F.  Dorn,  Fred  Eggan,  Robert  E.  L.  Faris,  R.  A.  Gordon,  Louis  Gottschalk, 
Chauncy  D.  Harris,  Pendleton  Herring,  E.  Adamson  Hoebel,  Wayne  H.  Holtzman,  Nathan  Keyfitz,  Lyle  H.  Lanier,  Earl  Latham,  Avery 
Leiserson,  Edward  H.  Levi,  Phiup  J.  McCarthy,  Douglas  McGregor,  William  H.  Nicholls,  David  M.  Potter,  H.  L.  Shapiro,  Carroll  L. 
Shartle,  Richard  H.  Shryock,  Herbert  A.  Simon,  Conrad  Taeuber,  Gordon  R.  Willey,  Malcolm  M.  Willey,  Robin  M.  Williams,  Jr., 
C.  Vann  Woodward,  Donald  Young 

Officers  and  Staff:  Pendleton  Herring,  President;  Paul  Webbink,  Vice-President;  Elbridge  Sibley,  Executive  Associate;  Bryce  Wood; 
Eleanor  C.  Isbell;  Joseph  B.  Casagrande;  Catherine  V.  Ronnan,  Financial  Secretary 
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